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Church nckeck, That in the Unity of 
the Godhead there be Three Perſons of 
one Subſtance, Power and Eternity, the 
_— the Son, and the Holy Ghof ? 
eoph. Yes, 1 do. 
Then you deny chis DoArine 
it Nee b 

Neoph. Deny it! Les, as 7oſſy He- 
retical and intolerable among Chriſtians. 
Vid. Whifton's FN to the Bart of Not: 
ting ham, p. 6 5 
* eb. e ſay you? The 4. 
ad beſt Jook. well to them- 
hind is is 4 fair Iutimation of 
what ky "muſt Seen if ſuch 2 2 
get the Power once into your hands 
Hot if it be ſo Herteicul and intolerab bh 
as You fy, even” grofly Heretical and 
intolerable, you, I hope, will never ſub- 
ſcribe it. „ a=" 

* Neoph. No ingeed;” unleſs 1 it. be to 
quali | One's-ſelf for 4 bene or ſo. 
> Leb. And can yo 32 any, ſuch 
Motive allow 120 Fit to fu ſcribe 
agaijoft your Conſcience? 

"Neoph. No, not againſt my Con- 
ſcience ; For we ſubſcribe. in 18 a 


Saf? ol ly as is  aghtrable to Scripture. 
1 f. | $ 4, 7 


| © Oz 
Euſel. Even though the words will 
bear no ſuch Senſe as you think agree 
able to Scripture, Why, a Papi or a 


Jew may ſubſcribe the 39 Articles at that 
rate, and with as good a Grace as you. 
With what Face can you ſubſcribe to the 
8th Article in particular, declaring 
that the Vicene and Athanaſian Creeds 
ought througbly to be received and be- 
lie vd, when you do not throng hiy receive 
nor believe either of them? And ho- 
can you ſay, They may be prov'd by 
moſt certain warrants of holy Scripture, 
whilſt you condemn them both as An- 
tt-Scriptural, and are an Arias in your 
 Neoph. An Arian? I beg your Far- 
don for that. Call me Eaſebias if you 
pleaſe; but I am no Aria. 
Euſeb. An Euſebian ? why lo? _ 
_ = Neoph. Why, the or rr jo muſt 
know, in the former part of the IV. 
Century, by rejecting all human Ad- 
ditions' and oel Terms of Art, pre- 
ſerv'd the 8 2 wy, an- 
cient Purity, (vid. Whifton's Reply, pag. 
24.) and Fay Lam one of che 25 


Eaſel. You grant then, that the Son's 
being dhe, conſubſtantial with the 
„ Father, 
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: 1 it. gon He,of, Nicamedia did 


ſome, boggliag indeed; 
und it is from 
vou Kik the 


82775 Les; but we lay ic 10 the 
Great Eaſcbins Eres 700, For! 
muchas rot cher, AP 


he too de lame time: i 
Eſek He too 14 7 1 p be- 
lieve Ar But et, 4 Tours, e 


take him, and make mch of hich, He 


* ave been, u ; re ua- 
> true. 
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Honeſty and Faith kee Men: 
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mend to you Dr, fauna Caſe of 
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'' Neoph. What 1 IM Pl tw 

117 muſt 1 tell” vou th we are no 
e e 

fr Euſeb, Why abi? Wheteln, 1 Pray, 

do you differ from Aris? 

"Neo 5. 1a that reſum'd to af- 
firm, zn lu mn on's 15 400. that there was 
a Time when the Son was not. Which 
Saying of his we condemn,” Dr.Clark's 
Sers t. Doctr. Prop. 16. Pag. 246. 

5 ſeb. You grant then, it 12 7 that 
the 5h ever was, ſince there muſt have 
been a Time when He was. not, if ever 
he had not 1 
Meoph. No, not ſo neither? Don't 
you know, that Time ſignifies Duration 
meaſured by. Motion, and conſequently 
that there was no Time before the Cre- 
ation of the World? Now we ſay, that 
the Son exiſted before the Creation, and 
therefore before all Time; ſo far are we 
From 10 with Arias that there 

Was any Time efore him. 

Euſeb. And do you think, that Arius 
was ſo great a Fool as to aſſert, that 
there was any Time in this Senſe when 
the don was fat? * 5 
ra . Les, and herein \ we e differ from 


12 4 | | 7 En ſeb. 


2 

Eaſel. Then I tell you in ſhort, that 
you don't underſtand him: For he ne- 
ver aſſerted, that there was any Time, 
in your Senſe of the word Time, in 
which the Son was not, but the direct 


contrary, vis. that He ws before all Time 
and before all Ages, perfed God. wes N 
S de a, ine Seis. They are his 
own. words, (vid. Theodorit- FRE 1 I. 
c.5.) ſo that he carry'd the beginning of 
the Sons Exiſtence as far back as you do, 
and meant no more by his in lu mn wn 
a l, than that the Sox was not eternal, 


but had a beginning of his Exiſtence. - | 


And you ſay the very ſame. 

_  Neoph. That is true indeed; but yet 
before all created Time. PEE 
Euſeb. And did not Arius ſay as much? 
the Word Created is indeed an Addition 
of Mr, Whifton's (Reply to the Earl of 
Notte. p. 61.) but what doth he mean by 
it? Doth he ſuppoſe Time to be a Crea - 
ture? Then it muſt have a poſitive Ex- 
jſtence, and add ſome degree of Per- 
fection to the Beings which exiſt in it. 
Whereas a Thing's being Temporary, is 
but an Imperfection; and ſhould any 
one ſay, as God exiſted in Time, he 
would be guilty of blaſphemous De- 
| traction; 


[9] 
traction; for as much as it is a Per- 
fection in him to exiſt without Time. 
Time therefore hath no poſitive Being 
itſelf, and therefore is no Creature; ſo 
that to talk of created Time, is to talk 
improperly. And a greater Improprie- 
ty is it to ſay, that Any thing had a Be- 


ginning, and yet exiſted before all Time: 


For what is Time but a ſucce ſſive mea- 
ſurable Duration? A Mode of Exiſtence 
which neceſſarily commences with eve- 
ry thing that hath a Beginning. And 
if the Son of God ever had a Beginning, 
let it be as long ſinee as you pleaſe, Time 
muſt have began with him; he could 
not poſſibly get the ſtart of it, ſince 
from the very firſt Moment he began to 


be, his Duration muſt have been ſac- 


ceſſive, and, in it ſelf, meaſuralle: For 
after the very firſt Moment, a Second 
muſt have immediately follow'd, and 
that a Third, and ſo on till this Inſtant. 
His Exiſtence therefore muſt have been 
but Temporary, it could not have been 
before all Time: For nothing can be 
ſo, but what is without Beginning and 
abſolutely Eternal. And I doubt not, 
but that the Council of Vice, by a n- 

ray F aſcyan, before all Ages, where they 
— PL ſpeak 


[ 10 ] 

ſpeak of the Son's being Begotten , , 

meant from all Eternity. 
Neoph. Ono, they meant no ſuch 
thing. For that there is but one ſtrictly 
« eternal Being, or Perſon, the Father; 
and that 'when it pleaſed him, and not 
* otherwiſe, the Son was created, or be- 
£ * gotyen, in order to his miniſtring to him 
in the Creation of all ſubordinate Beings, 
* even of the Holy Spirit himſelf, is evi- 
© dently the Doctrine of Chriſtian Anti- 
71%, even of the Catholick Church, at 
and after the Council of Nice it Fell 
Whiſton' s Reply to the E. of Vott. p.22, 
- | Euſeb. At and after the Council of 
Nice ſay you? Whoſe Doctrine was it 
which the Council of Nice condema'd ? 
Was it not Arius's? Why, Sir, This is 
the very Doctrine which Arius himſelf 
taught, ſo that in condemning him for 
it, they virtually condemn'd themſelves 
if they held the ſame. And can any 
rational Man believe this? It is mani- 
feſt therefore, that the Council had 
other ſort of Notions of the Son's Eter- 
zity than are here mention'd, and Mr. 
Whiſton's Account of the Catholick 
Doctrine Wocrtand e it is evidently 


falſe. 
Neoph; 


| E61 

Neoph. Certainly you are miſtaken: 
For had the Eternity of the Son been at 
that time the Doctrine of the Church, 
Why did not Alexander, Arins's chief 
Adverſary, when charged by him with 
ſach Expreſſions, as God ever was, the 
Son ever was, the Son is co-exiſtent- with” 
God, unbegotten, &c. own the Charge ? 
He could not but know of theſe odjous 
Imputations, and yet, as Mr. Whiſton 
obſerves, ¶ Reply to the E. of Vott. p. 60.) 
he owns not the Truth of any one of 
them; but either wholly denies them, 
or evades giving any direct Anſwer to 


them, as containing Notions quite be · = 


yond his Capacity. 

Euſeb. What? Did not Alexander own 
any one of theſe Expreſſions? where were 
Mr. Whiſton's Senſes, I wonder, when 
he read Alexander's Epiſtles? I am ſure 
that he therein aſſerts, the Son ever was, 
as plainly as poſlible, rd det ela T you C 
TS mers mgevouer, and again, the Son Was 
ever with the Father, this he repeats 0 er 
and 0' er, anden T muri pes act ea ch, 
851 3 mem _ megovnes TS YS, , O\ 6 oy | Zena, a 
mrrip. ae 3 mepyres QUT T8 i, dei is ò . 
Typ rie. i. e. The Father neceſſarily is 
ever 4 Father; and he is a Father, Ss 


B 3 25 "Sow, 


0 


1 


LY Fw 3 1 
Son, through whom He is filed 4 Father, 


being ever with him. And the Son being 


ever with him, He ever is 4 perfect Fa- 
ther. Then he goes on to prove the ne- 
ceſſity of His co-exiſting with the Fa- 
ther, from his being the Wiſdom, the 
rr, wow. of the — 5 the 
Splenaor is Glory, the expreſs Image 

2 Perſon, e — the Ka- 
ther himſelf cannot exiſt. He after- 
wards affirms the Son to come ſhort of 
the Father in nothing, but that He is 
not aywnes, unbegotten as the Father is. 
praveo TW dernire Ac . C,j. = 
_  Neoph. The Son then cannot be tric, 
ly Eternal, according to Alexander's own 
Conceflion, ſince the * aye, the 
proper or abſolute, underived and unbe- 
gotten Eternity, as Mr. Whiſton tran- 
{lates it, ( Reply to Earl of Wott. p. 60.) 
is the peculiar Priviledge of the Father. 

Eu ſeb. It hath been, I perceive, the 
conſtant Practice of the Arians to con- 
found the Notions of eternal and unbe- 
gotten, and Alexander guards againſt it. 
Let not any man, ſaid He in his Letter, 
think that Eternity implies the being un- 
begotten, 8 ſowe ſtupid, ſenſeleſs Men 
imagine: For ncicher the being eternal, 


D 


"Cool 


nor before all ages, is the ſame with 4 LY 


begotten. fei ms 7 det EIS u,, are 


| Acjuearite, cos om oi m Nuve 


maypon u Mio. E * To ly, em rd des. 578 T0 


ICY GUY LAY, uu rr 651 TW dtv. The be- 


ing eternal is, as we ſee, one thing with 


Alexander, the being unbegotten is ano. 


ther: Now if to be otten were ne; 
ceſſary to the being eternal, he could not 
have ſaid, that the Son came ſhort of 
the Father in his being «nbegotten only, 
but muſt have excepted his Eternity allo. 


Since therefore he doth not except this, 


he aſcribes it to him, even a proper and 


abſolute Eternity. For tho? the Father 


ath Eternity in himſelf originally, and 
ſo may be ſaid in this reſpe& to be 


greater than the San, who — it by 


communication only from the Father; 
yet as to the Eternity it ſelf the Son is 


equal with the Father, the Eternity being 


the ſame in bot. 
 Neoph. Then the Soz muſt 8 
nal with the Father, though He alone 


be azimiles, unbegotten. And I my ſelf 


cannot but obſerve, that Alexander at- 
cr ibutes to the Son ayapxev Nino,, 4 
beginningleſs Generation, as Mr. Whiſfton 

properly enough tranſlates it; adding 


withal, 


ai 


1 


"L441 . 
withal, that it is an ancient Expreſſion, 
and how any thing ſhould be more pro- 
periy and abſolutely Eternal, than that 
which hath zo Beginning, I cannot con- 
ceive. And I muſt needs ſay, that it 
is but an odd Concluſion, which Mr. 
M hi ſton dra us from ſuch Premiſſes, vis. 
That Alexander inſiſts only, that the Son 
was made by the Father, before all created 
Time. Had he 1nlifted upon no more 
than this, he could have had no cauſe 
of Quarrel with Arius : For Arivs him- 
ſelf, it ſeems, acknowledg'd as much 
as all this. 11172171 | | 
Euſeb. You are right in your Obſer- 
vation. And hereby you may perceive, 
how little regard is to be had to Mr. 
Whiſton's Repreſentation of theſe mat- 
ters. However | will not charge him, 
as he doth the moſt Learned of his Ad- 
verſaries, with ſpeaking againſ# his 
Conſcience. No, I impure it all to the 


firength of his Prejudices, and the weak- 


eſs of his Judgment. 
Neoph. That is hard to be ſuppoſed 
in a Man of his Learning. T7 
Euſeb. Why fo? Have you never ſeen 
a Learned Man of a weak Judgment; 
pay, I may add, even ſomewhat 1 


' [5] 5 
I have Tam ſure. Alas, Sir, all Heads 
are not able to bear a long and cloſe Ap- 
plication to Study, and among thoſe 
that are, not a few have been ſo intoxi- 
_ cated with Pride and Self-conceit, and 
faln into ſuchExtravagarcies of Opinion, 


that what Feſtus unjuſtly imputed to st. 


Paul, might but too juſtly be imputed 
to Them. I could give you ſeveral In- 
ſtances of this kind; but need not. Had 
Mr. Whiſton kept himſelf, like St. Paal, 
to the words of Trauth and Soberneſs, he 
would never have been ſo poſitive and 
peremptory in ſo many grounaleſs Aſſer- 
tions s Ho is. 343632 345, FOE 
-  Neoph, I may demand ſome Inſtances 
of this kind, I hope? - 
Euſeb. You have had ſome already, 
enqugh one would think for the time 
we have been in diſcourſe. But ſince 
you demand them, ll give you Two 
or Three more, neither will 1 go far to 
look them; they are contain'd in a feu 
Pages of his Repiy to the Earl of Wort. 
and that Piece alone will furaiſh me 
ſufficiently. bod v1: * 
Firſt then, He aſſerts, that the Sep- 
tuagint Verſion alone was made uſe of 
by Chriſt and his Apoſtles. Reph, p. 5. 


eoph. 


| L 16 1 

Neph. He doth ſo; and that theres 
fore we ought to take that Verſion to be 
of more Authority than our own. Let 
Jer, P. 23 
Euſeb. And yer e tells us, chat a 
pure and uncorrupt Copy of this Ver- 
fion hath never appear d among Chri- 
ſtians, for almoſt theſe ſixteen Hundred 
Years paſt. Reply, p. 9. Alas for him! 
What doth the Man mean? would he 
deſtroy the Authority of the Old heron 
ment all at once? 

_ Neoph, No; God forbid. | 
Euſeb. Why then doth he write at 
this — rate? For if the Septua- 
git Verſion, as we now have it, be 
impure and corrupt, what Authority 
can That have with us? Certainly very 
little. And if the Hebrew ought, as 
he ſays, to have yet leſs; what becomes 
of the Authority of eirher Hebrew or 

Septuagint? | 
Neqph. You puſh Conſequences too 
far. I dare ſay, he never intended day 
thing of this nature. 
Euſeb. He ought theo to be kept tom 2 


Pen, Ink and wann, till he: on uſe 
them better. X 
6 ee 


[ 17 4 
h, I beg your Pardon there. He 
18 — Eng liſb- man, and hath 
therefore a Right ro ſpeak and write 
about religiaus atren wharſoever he 
pleaſeth, 
Euſeb. Is there thei no ſuch ching as 
Treaſon againſt Godꝰ 
 -1+Neoph., If there be; I know not what 
any Man hath to do with it. But. Sir, 
this is quite beſide the Buſineſs we are 
upon. What ſay you, I pray, to the 
Aſſertion it ſelf, viz. That Chriſt and 
his Apoſtles. made uſe of the gin 
Waden only? 0 
Euſeb. I ay, that this Aſſertion i is in 
Mr. Whiſton utterly unwarrantable. 
Neoph. Why in Him more then in 
any Body elſes??s? 
Eaſeb. Becau ſe he bath ae ant 
there is no true Copy of the Septuagint 
Verſion now extant, wherewith the 
Quotations of Chriſt and his Apoſtles 
can be compar'd. How then is it poſſh- 
ple for him to know whether they made 
uſe of the true Septuagint Verſion, or 
not ? But, if you will allow that Ver- 
ſion to be ſtill extant with us, as it was 
in the time of Chriſt and his Apoſtles, 
chealſertion that Chriſt and his Apoſtles 
0 C made 


. 
made uſe of that only, is falſe in Fact, 
as may appear from John 19. 37. com- 
par'd with Tach. 12. 10. Mat. 2. 15. 
comp. with Hof. 1 1. 1. Rom. 2. 9. comp. 
with Eſai. 64. 4. Mat. 27. 46. compar'd 
with Pſal. 22. 1. In all which Texts che 
original Hebrew, not the LXXII Ver- 
ſion, is follow'd. And St. Ferom, (than 
whom no Body underſtood this Matter 
better) ſays, It is clear, that the Apo- 
files and Evangeliſts uſed the Hebrew 
| Scriptures, and that our Lord himſelf 
did the ſame. | adv. Ruffen. f. 231. B. 
Ed. Ba. Tom. 2.] and adds, that they 
never follow'd the LXXII Verkion 
whenſoever it departed from the He- 
brow; 007 1 | & 

| Neoph. I ſmell a Deſign in this Talk 


of yours. That Text Prov. 8. 22, as 


tranſlated by the LXXII, Kugus ixnoe 
uus apyles ada avrs, the Lord created me the 
Beginning of his ways, troubles you, and 
you would fain get rid of it. 
Eaſeb. No, I aſſure you; That Text 
gives not me the leaſt Diſturbance. 
There's all the reaſon in the World to 
ſuppoſe the Tranſlation to be Erroneous: 
But yet J am content with it, as it is. 


Neoph. 


: Ing] 
 Neoph. Nay then, you have given | 
up the Cauſe; you have acknowledg'd 

Chriſt robe but a Creature. 

Euſeb. How fo ? r 
Meopb. Is it not as plain as the Noſe 
on your . The Lord created me the 

Beginning ways ? 

Euſeb. _— A — you one Queſtion, 
Neophilus : Had St. Paul and the Ephe- 
faut any Being before their Converlion 
to Chriſtianity ? 

Neophilus. Yes, queſtionleſs they had. 
|  Ewſeb. And yet St. Paul, ſpeaking, of 
| himſelf and them as converted, lays, 
We are his Workmanſbip, minya, created, 
owns » in Chriſt Jeſus. Epb. 2. 10. 
Now do you from the one Text prove, 
that Chriſt had a beginning of his Ex- 
iſtence, and I'll prove from the other, 
thar Se. Paul and the Ephefiens were not 
Men before they were Chriſtians, 

Neoph, I did not expeQ this, Pray 
let me conlider of it. 

Euſcb. I pray do, and take your own 


time for it. In the mean- while; Let 


me give you another of Mr. ils 8 
groundleſs Aſſertions. bg 
He aſſerts, p. 51. that none but the 

Africans, in the Days even of Tertullian 
C2 214 


. 
— — IO Ion oe — . — 


io. 
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— ** 


3 [ 20 ] 

and Cyprian; baptized uncatechized 
Infants. Upon what grounds doth he 
ſay this? How doth he, © how can 
he know, at this diſtance, thar other 
Churches did not Baptize them? When 
ſuch Men as St. Auſtin and Pelag ius, who 
lived ſo much, even no leſs than 1300 
Years, nearer thoſe Times than He doth, 
declare that they never heard or read of 
any one that deny'd  Infant-Baptiſm? 
Pedo-Baptiſm made a wonderful and ex- 
ceeding quick Progreſs certainly, if in 
a little more than 100 Years Time it 
aboliſh'd the very memory of the con- 

trary Docktine and Practice. * 
Again, he ſays p. 36. that Rom. . 5. 
Who is over all God bleſſed for ever, was 
never fo much as once eited to prove the 
Divinity of ' Chriſt, till long after the 

Riſe of the Montaniſts. And yer it is 
cited by Irenaus, who was elder than 
Mont auus, and to this very purpole , 
adv. Here. |. 3. c. 18. And what is far- 
ther obſervable, it is there written, Quo- 
rum Patres, & ex quibus Chriſtus ſecun- 
dum carnem, qui eſt Deus ſuper omnes 
benedictus in ſecula, agreeably to our 

Tranflation word for word, and indeed 


it had been nothing to Irenæuss pur- 


poſe, 


poſe,” had it not been fo written. From 

whence it appears, that the tranſlating 
' it ſo as the Ariant fain would, —God 
who is over all be bleſſed for ever, is a mere 
Novelty and Evaſion, invented merely 
to defraud Chritt of that Honour which 


* 


the Scr m gives bing; r 

Neoph. But here pray give me leave 
in Mr. Mhiſton's Bebalf to interpoſe, 
and tell you, that He doth not poſitively 
ſay, that this Text was never ſo much 
as once cited, but never, that we can 
E eee eee ee 

Euſeb. I beg his Pardon, He doth ſay 
ſo indeed. He could not find it, it ſeems; 
but he might have found it, had he 
look'd for it with that Diligence and 
Care he ought. Such a Text, and in 
ſuch an Author, would hardly have e- 
ſcaped him, had it been but half ſo ſer- 
viceable for the Support of his Hereſy, 
as it is for the Deſtruction of it. He 


would then have been quick-fighted 


enough; but it was not for his Tarn, 
and therefore He could not ſee it. It is 
no wonder: For there were of old 
thoſe that ſeeing ſaw not. Matt. 13. 13. 
but a Bleſſing belongs to thoſe Eyes only 

which do ſee. 16b;d. 16. u 


K Again, 


r 

Fs Again, 9. 16. He ſays, The Tem God 
is nat, I think, directly uſed by any Ca- 
tholick Chriſtian, concerning the Holy 
Gholt in about three Centurits and a half; 
Here He ſeems by I think, to ſhew a 
little Modeſty and Diffidence; but with - 
in a very few Lines after, He ſpeaks out 
with his wonted Aſſurance, this is emi- 
nent, important, notorious. Fact. And. 
p. 30. Neither the Council of Nice it ſelf, 
wor any other Council in almoſt half s Cen 
tury later, ſeem once to have ſo. mwch as 
beard of the Divinity of the Holy Ghoſt, 
What a Pack of Jenorames's doth he 
ſuppoſe thoſe Councils to have conſiſted 
of? and yet they conſiſted of the moſt 
eminent and learned Men in the Church. 
What? had not ſo much as one of them 
read either Athenagoras, or Tertullian, or 
Cyprian, or Origen, all which ſpeak of 
his Divinity? And let me ask you, can 
you think none of them had ever heard 
of Mont anus, and his Hereſy ? 

. Neoph. No doubt they had. Euſebins, 
who ſat in the Council of Nite, gives a 


large account of him in his Hiſtory. 
Eꝛuſeb. And Mr, Whiſion ſays, that 
the Doctrine of the Conſubſtentiality of 
Father, Son and Holy Ghoſt was aBranch 


ff 


of that Hereſy. p. 12. Now, herein 

he either ſpeaks Truth, or not, If 

Truth, the Councils muſt have heard of 
the Divinity of the Holy Ghoſt : If falſe, 

the Conſubſtantiality was no Branch of 
 Montaniſm, as in reality it was not. So 
— either way Mr. V biſton muft be 
vilty. 40g 

, Neoph. Well, but is the Term God 
applied to the Holy Ghoſt by any Carho- 
lick Writer within the time mention'd 
by Mr. Whiſton ? * 
Euſeb. Yes; Tertullian you'll ſay is 
no Catholick, and Origen is doubted of. 
We'll wave them therefore. What 
think you of Abenagoras and Cyprian? 
Neoph. They are undoubtedly C- 
tholick, and within the Timm. 
Euſeb. Very well; Athenagoras has 
this Expreſſion, Tis zx ay Dp, Me 
Oed Ha weg, 2 Yiov St, & Tespe 400, dent 
urnes abru x, T E Th ear} qu]ł,jç 3% & E 

Th ghet dp. dg neg aig dus. 


Legat. pro Chriſt. p. i i. i. e. Vo would 
not be amazed to hear thoſe, who [ay the 
Father is God, and the Son God, and the 
Holy Ghoſt, /hewing both their Power 
in Unity, and their Diſtinction i» Order, 


Neoph. 


f 


— 


v7 


| [24] 
iy Nowph. But don't you obſerve, that 
e Word God is not joyn'd to the Hoh 
00 as it is to Father and Son? 
Eꝛuſeb. And do not you obſerve, that 
it muſt of neceſſity be underſtood? For 
Athenagoras, is there vindicating the 
Chriſtians from the Charge of Atheiſm, 
and giving an account of what God 
they acknowledg'd.; ſo that had he not 
believed the HalyGhoſs to be God, He 
had. brought him in here to no manner 
of purpole? 
Meoph. That is true 1rd: bot pray, 
What lays Cyprian? 
.. Exſcb. He, ſpeaking of one e Baptized 
Hereticks, ſays: Si Templum Dei 
6 * faftus: eſt, Quzro cujus Dei? 8i Crea- 
©toris, non potuit, qui in eum non cre- 
didit; ſi Chriſti, nec hujus fieri poteſt 
c tempſum, qui negat Deum Chriſtum: 
5 Si Spiritus Sancti, cum tres unum ſint, 
. *quomodo Spiritus Sanctus placatus eſſe 
*ex poteſt, qui aut Patris, aut Filii ini- 
*micus eſt. Epiſt. 7 3. i. e. If he le made 
the Temple of God, I would know.of what 
God?. If of the Creator ; ; be could not, 
fence he did not believe in him: If of 
Chriſt ; ; neither can he be His Temple wo 
denies Chriſt 70 be God: If of * | ly 
Gho 
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Choſt; Lute theſe Three are Oni how | 


can the Holy Spirit be reconciled to Hin 


tbat ist Enpmity with either Father ar 


Son? Here you ſee plainly, that the 


Ie. Ghoſt, as to the Father and Son, 
- Neoph. I acknowledge it. n 85 
Esſel. What Excuſe then can you 
—— Mr. Wuiſton, who muſt have 
rank d. thele Fallages, and yet detues 


hem. 


Euſeb. He, was not_ then very. wi, 


it ſeems, in his Search ſor Evidences, 


at leaſt on the Catholick fide: Had He 


been ſincere and impartial in his $ Roqus- 
ries, He myſt have taken notice of 


They ly open enough to be ſeen,... 


fign, that his Intention Was not x0 
he Truth, but to loſe. it; 8 5 Al 
eQion . for Arianiſm 4 . blinded, Do 
Eyes, and corrupted his 
either he could not, or 75880 not, ſee 
the cleareſt Evidences that made. for.the 
 Catholick Doctrine. Tothe ſame Par- 
tiiality and Prejudice L impute his fond. 
* ** che Re vis of Ei 8 
piltles, 


"Term God is 5 ly'd as directly to the 


Jet kene, He might overlogk 


fince he overlook d them, It is a ſbrew!d | 


pi 
3 
il 
1 

1 
if 


" 
4 
F 


| [ 26 ] 
Epiſtles, and above all for the Clementine 
Conſtitutions : And here I am put in 
mind of another groundleſs Aſſertion of 
5 utter'd with 1 Confidence, 
it is this: Pag. 9. He doth not only 
| ſayit, but Tries it tes; ] venture to 
* affirm it again; as a thing certain, that 
, Theſe e Conſtitutions are really Genuine and 
glicul. Tie that hath Eays to hear, 
"9 m he. What an Oyes is here to 
as groſs an Abſurdity as ever Bedlam 
guilty of? The Conftitutions Genuine 
a Apoſtolical ? There never was a ſpu- 
us Piece in the World = _ more 
rein ane bf Forge af ſtare, 
25 the Learned $914 115 ert abort 
-daritly proved; neither d61 in there 
orc 10 6g 2 this day upon the 
of t rth, that agrees with 5 
in this is Opi in. ebe 

ting Up New Relipi n Wants itn 


dee aN n of Scripture ; but H 
Muſt be a'very weak Man chat make 
Ujviee ot the Caine for chat pur- 


oe. 1GS4 10 ee? i 0 4 900 1. * i 


Veoph. I muſt confeſs, that the Ob 

JeQions againſt them ure yely confiders' 

ae. Bur Mr. hi ton Rath — * * 
2 a |; Demonſrarion he calls it, that 


n over - 


+ A: : 
over-rules them all; viz. That theſe. 
* Conſtitutions do frequently, and do 41. 
ways cite the Readings of the Texts of 

the Old Teſtament, according to ſuch 
pure and uncorrupt Copies, as were ex- 
tant in the Apoſtolical Age, and in the 
© Days of Joſephus; but ſince A. D. 128. 
or thereabouts, have never appear'd- 
among Chriſtians. This, He ſays, He 
* hach throughly enquired into, and 
finds to be uadeniably true. p. 8, 9. 
Euſeb. Then it ſeems the Church 
hath not had a pure and «xcorrupt Copy 
of the Old Teſtament theſe fifteen Hun- 
dred Ninety and three Years, or there- 
abouts. He is ſo nice in his Calcula - 
tion, that Lam in hopes he may give us 
an account how all the pure and uncor- 
rupt Copies came then, all on a ſudden, 
to be loſt, and how theſe we now have 
came to be corrupted. Did both Jews 
and Chon conſpire in the impious 
Work 0 
corrupt Copies, and preſerving the cor- 
rupt only ? One would be apt to think 
that Mr. Vhiſton, in writing at this 
rate, intended to ſerve a worle Cauſe 
than that of Ariani/ſm, as bad as it is; 
and that he were no great Egemy to 
= the 


deftroying all the pure and an- 


Fo L's 231 
the Deſigns of the Toland s, the Tindal's 
and the Collins's, how contemptuouſly 
ſoever he ſpeaks of them. But what 


Prejects He hath in his Head 1 know 
not; let Time diſcover them. In the 
mean- while l beg of you to inform me, 
. if you can, upon what Grounds he pro- 
nounces ſo confidently of the Parity 
and Iucorruption of Copies which, as 


be ſays himſelf, have been utterly loſt 


theſe — Hundred Years. By what 
Standard doth he judge of them? How 
doth he bring them to the Trial ? If he 
can do this effectually; I muſt needs 
ſay, that he is a Man of moſt wonder- 
ful Capacity and Penetration. He will 
certainly diſcover the Longitude : For 
he hath overcome a much greater Diffi- 
culey in my Opinion, 
© Neoph. Come, come, pray be ethos 
The Man, you ſee, is in earneſt. 
Euſeb. And ſo are a great many 
others, with whom yet It would be no 
part of Diſcretion to enter into ſerious 
diſcourſe. And I cannot ſufficiently 
admire the exceeding Condeſcenſion of 
that truly Great Man, the Earl of Nos- 
ting ham, who vouchſafed him ſo elabo- 
rate an Antwer. But He well 1 
that, 


[ 29 1 

that, as Great a Man as He is, He could 
not ſtoop too low in Honour of his Gd 
and Saviour; and by ſo. doing, He hath 
gain 'd to Himſelf, — He ſo ought not; 
a a vaſt Acceſſion of Honour, even in this 
World; his Coronet ſhines much the 
brighter for it, and yet in all its Luſtre, 
is but a faint Reſemblance of that Cron 
of Righteouſneſs which Chriſt, whoſe 
Faith He maintains, hath, I truſt, pro- 
vided for Him. Religion is able amply 
to reward even the Greateſt upon Earth, 
I wiſh All of them, as well as He, would 
conſider it. There is no Honour like 
that which comes from God only. 
h. Truly 1 cannot but commend 
the Earl for his Zeal, however I may 
think him miſtaken, and muſt ſay with- 
al that He diſputes very well; — hath 
ſhewn a great deal of Learning, more 
by far than I thought any Noble · man, 
at this Day in the World, had been 
Maſter of. But, the Controverſy is 
not likely to be ended by — 1 
wiſh therefore that his Honour would 

joyn with Mr. Whiſton, in bringing it 
to a Reference. 
Euſeb. And what are the Referee to 


do? 
Neoph. 


* 


- £3] 

-Neoph. He tells you, vis. Impartially 
toexaminethe Evidences on both Sides, 
and lay them fairly before the World, 
without any party Notes on either Side, 
but only References made to all the other 
places in Antiquity, where any difficult 
Expreſſions occur, in order to their 
Aut benticł Explication. p. 6. 6 £360 ci 
+. Eaſeb. This is no more than what any 
Man of Learning and Integrity may do, 
and when done there will be as much 
diſputing about the meaning: of the Evi- 
dences as there is now. dis! 

Neoph. No, the References will ex- 
plain all diſputable Expreſſionns. 
Euſeb. Very well, and thereby, as 
you ſuppoſe. put an End to all Diſputes 
about them. Whether they will or not, 
may in ſome meaſure appear by what 
hath paſs'd in this very diſpute betwixt 
the Earl and Mr. Whiftos ; Mr. MWhiſton 
pretends fairly to have drawn up the 
Evidences both for and againſt the pro- 
per Eternity of the Son. The Earl upon 
Peruſal of em, finds the Epithets, aids, 
aaf, eternal, beginningleſs applied to 
him, and that He was at al times with 
the Father, elder than all times and all 
ges, that he ſubſiſted from endleſs Ages, 


dhe 


1 31 ] | 
that he reign'd with the Father om be- 
ginningleſs Ages, and that God begat 
him before eternal Times. From all 
which he concludes — rh 
that the Son is properly and abſolutei 
Eternal. Bur Nr, Whiſton never ins 
tended ſuch a Concluſion as this; to 
correct it therefore, he ſpends more 
than Sixteen Pages in explaining the 
Terms, eternal, beginningleſs, &c. by 
References; labouring thereby to prove, 
that the Words will not bear that Senſe 
his Lordſhip underſtands them in. 5! e: 
ſo as to ſiguiſy an abſolute Erernity; 
Prom Origen in particular he ſhews, 
p. 59, that they are words of Time, and 
vaſtly too lm to expreſs any thing like 
the immenſe and unalter alle Eternity of, 
or indeed u ict Co- eternity with, the 
ſubreme Being himſelf. Let us ſee upon 
what occaſion Origen ſaid this, and even 
aecording to Mr. Whiſton!s:own Repre- 
ſentation of it. He had affirm'd, that 
the Holy-Ghoſt ange Was a knowing 
Being, ànd never ignorant, and there- 
upon ſays, Hoc ſane quod ditimus, vel 
ſemper erar, vel ij quad aliuũ tale tempo- 
ralis ſignificationis nomen addutimus, 
ſimpliciter & cum venid uttipiendum eſt. 
FNr. 7 


Quoniam 


| [#2] 
Quoniem Nominum quidem horum fignifi 
cationes Temporales ſunt : Ez autem de 
quibss e tract quidem ſermamis 
temporaliter naminantur, natura autem ſui 
amen Intulligentiam ſenſis temporalis 
encedunt. Which Mr. M hiſtan thus tran- 
fares, * The Spirit was what we have 


* ſaid, (It ſhould be, bat ulus which we ſay) 


Seither alnays; or if we make uſe of any 


other ſuch word of a Temporal Signiſica- 


ion, it muſt be taken as inaccurate, 
and on that account forgive: Becauſe 
the ſigniſications of thoſe Words are 
* Temponal;z bug the things we are ſpeak- 
ing of, tho diſcourſed of às we diſ- 


Joecurſe of Things ſubject to Time, are 


c yet in their on nature ſuch, as are 


6 


beyond all our Notions of Time what | 


aſdever: Nom what Wes the Thie 
he was ſpeaking of? bc : 
beine a knowing Being; was it n 
Weopb. Yesgandehiz the ſays, he ak 
omjs was: Sen wit 31 0 10,%gH | 
8 Euxſeb. And. leſt any nus: ſnould tale 
the Word alxuys in too lowa Seoſe, 48 
if it imply d ſome what of Time, he 
ſays, that we muſt make allowances 
for the weakneſs of the Rxpteſſion, the 


Things ſpoken of, 1. e. the W 


. 5 
and his Knowledge, being in their own 
nature beyond all our Notions of Time 
whatſoever. It ſeems then, that'ac- 
cording to Origen, we cannot exceed in 
our Notions of the word always, nor 
carry them too high when apply d to 
the Holy Ghoſt, nor conſequently when 
apply d to the Son, who, as you ſay, is 
the Holy Ghoſt's Creator, and therefore 
co. æval with him at leaſt. So that had 


Mr. Whiſton deſign'd to have confirm'd 


the Earl in his Concluſion, that the Son 
is Eternal, he could not have directed 
him to a more proper Paſſage in any 
Writer whatſoever, than this of Origen, 
by which we are taught to underſtand 
the words ever, always, and the like, 
when apply'd to Him, in the Higheſt 
Senſe imaginable; and this cannot fall 
ſhort of a proper Eternity. To this 
Paſſage of Origen Mr. Whiſton adds ano- 
ther, which, it pertinent to the purpoſe, 
(as whether it be or not I cannot reſolve, 
not having the Book by me) implies, 
that ſeculum and ſecula, and ſuch other 
words of Time, can be properly under- 
ſtood as to Creatures only; ſince there- 
fore, as it appears from the former Paſ- 
ſage, they cannot = ſo underſtood as 
e | 13+ ith 


{ 34 ] 
ta the Fur and Holy Ghoſt, their Siguifi- 
_ cation not riſing high enough for Them: : 
it follows, that in Origens Opinion the 
Son and Holy Gloſt are no Creatures; 
and what are They then, but God? 
Thus doth Origen, as Zarb r d to even by 
Mr. Whiſton bamlelf, effectually declare 
for the Eternal Divinity, both of San and 
Holy — Will he reſt ſatisfy d with 
this, do you think? 
: Neoph:No, maſt certainly he will not. 
Euſeb. What then doth his Project for 
ending Diſputes ſignify? 
Meqph. Not much, I muſt confeſs... 
Euſeb. There could not, in all ap- 

ipratance,. be a more effectual Courſe 
talen to ſettle Men's minds, than that 
which was taken by Conſtantine the 
| Great, upon occaſion of. this very Con- 

_ 4raverſy. He call'd together the beſt 
and learnedſt Men in the whale Church 
do examine into it, and give | their 
Judgment of it; no leſs than Three 
Hundred and Eighteen! Biſhops, o 
uf all Parts of the Chriſtian World — | 
together accordingly, and. came unani- 
moully to a Determination. This ſhould 
have concluded every yy one would 
eo boy 0! ©! «1 

2 Neoph. 


[35 ] | 

Neoph. And fo it might have done? 
had not the Council, for you ſpeak of 
that at Nice, I perceive, been partial 1 in 
their Determination. 

Euſeb. And why ſhould you aws 
them of Partiality ? Enf chins himſelf 
gives a great Character of them, and 
compares the Council to a Crown made 
up of the choireſt Flowers. De Vita Con- 
ant. 1.3. c. 6, & 9. So that They were 
competent Judges of the Matter in de- 
bate; and to ſuppoſe that They ſhould 
all agree, upon no Motive in the World, 
ro betray that Religion, which many 
of them had aQually ſuffer'd for, and 
maintain'd under the! moſt dreadful Pere 
ſecution, is too unreaſonable 

Neoph. Alas! One knows not how fat 
the Preſence and „ of ſo Great 
an Emperor might prevail upon Men. 

Euſeb. I do — find that the Emperor 
concern d himſelf any farther, than to 
preſerve the Peace. As for the Queſtion 
it ſelf, He at firſt look d upon it as aTrife, 
and equally reprimanded both Alexander 
and Arins for ſtirring in it, as you my . 
ſee by his Epiſtle yet extant in 10 
Pit. Conſt ant. I. 2. And if before the De- 
termination of it, He had inclined to ei- 

E 2 ther 


DL 36 J 


ther ſide, it would in all liketihood have 


been that of Arius. For no Men in the 
Council had ſo great an Intereſt in him 
as the Two Euſebius's, both which were 
Arias's Friends, and abetted his Cauſe, 
no doubt, fo far as it would bear, one of 


them even farther. You have no reaſon 


therefore to ſuſpect the Emperor as Pre- 
judiced againſt Arius, much leſs of tam- 
pering with the Fathers, in order to his 
Condemnation. No, He left them to 
their juſt Freedom, both in their Debates 
and Determinations; ſo that being un- 
der no Influence, but that of Truth, there 
zs no Queſtion bur that They adhered 
to it, and have left us no other Form of 
Doctrine, than what had been deliver d 
to themſelves by their Predeceſſors down 


from the Apoſtles. Wherefore I con- 


clude, that the Nicene Creed is but a 
juſt Expoſition of, what the Apoſtle St. 
Jude exhorts us earneſtly to contend 


for, the Faith which was once delivered 


_ unto the Saints. 
| Neoph. I do not deny it in its true 
Senſe, in which the Euſebians under- 
medien 
Eꝛnſeb. The Euſebian Senſe was, as 
you your ſelf fay, this, viz. that the Son 
is 


A 


„ 5 
is a Being diſtinct from the Father, created 
by Him and poſterior to Him: Will des- 
cs, of one Subſtance with the Father, 
bear this? If ſo; one and the ſame Sub- 
ſtance mult be diſtinct from it ſelf, created 
by it ſelf, and poſterior to it ſelf. Is this 
rational and intelligible? I think not. 
And it will appearleſs fo, if we take in 
your bleſſed Father Euſebius's Expreſſi- 
ons, (him of Nicomedia I mean, from 
whom you denominate your ſelves ) 
whoſe very words are theſe. *ty pi v 
aryerviſey, ©) To b aurs dds, % &% CH 7 
Solos cr HW, KaA.%\8 Þ Pvoros Þ agev- 
viT8 49 fueri xy, 1 oy CN & Belag aurs. dN 
geyeros d e wrepoy Th O Y ri duvdyuer. 
(Theodorit. Hiſt. Eccl. l. 1. c. 6.) 1. e. 
There is one Unbegotten, and one truly - 

made by Him, but not of his Subſtance, 
 *partaking not at all of the nature of the 
Vnbegotten, or being of his Subſt ance ; 
but altogether different, both in Va- 
* ture and Power. I leave you to recon- 
cile this, I do not ſay with the Nicene 
Creed only, but even with Dr. Clark's 
Thirty-ninth Theſis in his Scripture Do- 
ctrine; wherein he affirms the Power 
of the Son to be it ſelf the Power of the 
Father, in direct Contradiction to Eu- 
| | ſebius. 


2 , - FA 
Now, if Dr. Clark be in the 
Right, Euſebius muſt be in the Wrong, 
neither was Religion maintain'd by 
Him in its Truth and Purity, as you 
boaſt it was. If Euſebias be in the 


Right, Dr. Clark is in * Wrong, his 


Geripture Doctrine is not Scripture Do- 
#rine, for as much as It is Falſe and er- 
roneons in one of its moſt fundamental 
Articles; even That by which alone 
he pretends to account for the Unity 
of God, as manifeſted and declared in 
Scripture. And now, tell me honeſtly, 
which of theſe To do you cloſe with? 
Meoph. To be plain with you, I cannot 
Well ny felt. I am loth to leave fo 
— 2 as Euſebius, and his Fol- 
owers, of whom Mr. hiſton gives ſo 
| honourable a Character. And if I do 
not, I muſt condemn Dr. Clark, for 
whom I have the greateſt Veneration. 
So that I am under ſome Perplexity, not 
— knowing which way to tura my 
el 
Euſeb. The only way then, that I 
know of, to ſet your Mind at caſe, is, 
without any regard either to the one or 
the other, to return to the truly primi- 
Fry Faith, profeſs d by the Church of 
| England, 


tn) - 
England. You left it without reaſon, 
and now know not where to fin. 

Neoph. Left it without reaſon? It 
was my Reaſon, Sir, that made me 
leave it. I could not digeſt a Creed 

ſtuff d with ſo many Myſteries as 
Yours is. 

Euſeb. I am ſorry for the weakneſs 
of Your Stomach, and wiſh that e'er 
long It grow not too weak to digeſt 
even the very fr Article of the Apoſtle's 
Creed. 

Neoph. O, Sir, never fear that. What? 
Not believe the Being of a God? No, 
no, I ſhall never be ſuch a Fool. There 
is no Abſurdity ſo great as That of 4- 
theiſm, In ſhort, Sir, I am as much 
for Religion as You can be; but I am 
for a rational Religion. I cannot part 
with my Reaſon to ſave my Faith. 

Euſeb. Who deſires Lou? True Faith 
and Right Reaſon are the moſt con- 
ſiſtent Things in the World. 


Neoph. And dare You undertake to 
prove, that your Faith is conſiſtent with 


_— 

Euſeb. Yes, 1 dare; and withal to 
ſhew You-, that the new Schemes of 
| 7h | .--* 


t %%. 
Religion You are ſo fond of are icon. 
ſiſtent with it. N e 
Wecpb. 4 bold Undertaking I ſhall 
expect the Performance of it the next 
Time we meet. N $164 | 31 9189) 
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